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Dictum may have some persuasive force, such as if it has been frequently repeated or incorporated into the court's 
syllabus. 


Dictum may be persuasive and useful! and need not be wholly disregarded.” It is entitled to respectful consideration, as 


expressing the view of the judge,’ and may be followed if sufficiently persuasive“ because of the soundness of its reasoning.” 
There is some authority that a dictum of a court of last resort should be regarded as tantamount to a decision, and binding, in the 


absence of a contrary decision of that court,” or at least that it be given adequate deference and not be summarily disregarded. 


Dicta from the United States Supreme Court is not something to be lightly cast aside but is of considerable persuasive value.® 
Expressions that go beyond the case may be respected but do not control the judgment in a later case that presents the same 


point.” 


Although mere repetition does not elevate obiter dicta to the level of binding precedent, | approval of dicta in current decisions 


may ultimately clothe it with the same, or substantially the same, strength and importance attached to precedents,!! especially 


if the dicta involve the construction of a statute that has remained substantially the same. 12 
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Vacated opinion 
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appellate judgment. 
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